George Lordlier , newsroom 7/12/97 

The V/asliington Post 
1150 15 St., IIW 
Washington, PC 20071 

Pear Gooige, 

Aiyone writing a§ ill-informed a letter as yours of the 8th would not want 
any response. However, if you write me t!>at ldnd of stuff, you should expect a 

i 

response. 

With all the lies I faced in all that FOIA litigation it may well be that I 
was lied to about the shirt and tic. 1 did not ask to examine them. I asked for 
what the Archives regulations then provided for, photographs as a substitute for 
actual viewing. However , regardless of wliat you think of your knowledge and of 
your powers of observation, you were suckex’ed. 

i 

There is no bullethole in the front of the 3hirt and tliis is the FBI's own 
evidence. I did not malce up what 1 told you. There are not the required spectr agra- 
fe hie traces on either the sliirt front or the tie. In addition, what you saw was 
dof ini -illy caused by a 3calpel as part of the normal emergency-room urgency. 1^ you 
had looked at the tie you'd have seen the two scalpel c^ts against the knol^ from 

the left as worn. I enclose a picture of it from NEVER AGAIN! fron the official 

H 

evidence. The Archives photog, who was about to retire, told /e the FBI employed 

f ill its not inconsiderable skills to make the picture , unclear. There is a slighT 
enlargement mid enliancoment on the right-hand page. The ci/ts could not be more/*? 
obvious and that there is no hole through the tie also i3. New Lardner magic, a 
bullet that goes through a tie knot, the requirement of the official mythology, 
and leaves no hole? 

I enclose what is much clearoxjif you ever screw yourself up chough t£> get i/V 
contaat wit. reality, the pictures used in the book. The FBI was careful not to 
give the Commission a &ood picture of the tie It could use in evidence, with 
Hpitnesso3, but it covered it3 o wn ass in its report, CPI, in its exhibit 60. 

It took the knot apart, which could have destroyed it3 value as evidence with the 
knot being the evidence, and phonied \xp> what to a hasty glance looks like the 
knot. That picture is c|/ear, as is the pattern of the tie. It suggests a hole but 
in tho FBI's legend it is careful to refer to what it is, a nick. T^at nick was 
made by the FBI itself. That is where it took the specimen for spectrographic 
analysis. Which proved no bullet or part of bullet had struck th^f tie, whatever 
you may want to tkinlc or believe. 


There is no other evidonce pn this as on so much else you prefer not to 
believe. Only conjecture essential to the preconception of Oswald's lone huilt. 

x ou are really talking about the so-called single-bullet theory. Each and 
dvery doctor/ questioned by the Commission, including all three autopsy pro- 
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sectors, testified to the opposite. All stated they did not believe it. A3 is 

recapitulated in the first bool: on the subject if you ever read what you do not 

want to believe for your own political reasons. 

/wSxde /3 from those being slits, not holes in the front of the short collar, the 

FBI Lal^ picture it did Hot give the Commission reflects that the slit on the 

left js^worn, or toward the scalpel in the hands of the nurse, either llenchcliffe 

or Bowron, I've forfjotteri which, is much longer than on the other side of the 

collar. And wliat with the neatly-dressed President's tie in place, his s^irt as 

it should have been. Isn't that atill another land of magic, a bullet that 

strikes two pieces of cloth that arc flat against each other and make a slit 

<?y/ 

in one about twice as long as the other? With so much in the neckband^ and none 
in the neckband on the other side. Please note that the FBI lined the button 
and the buttonhole up. 

KfaRfcfc Neither slit lias the characteristic of any bullet hole. 

You are childish in arguin^against all the official evidence, of which I do 
not here go into all, tliat "Dr. Carrico could liave been wrong." For doing what 
is always done in all emergency rooms under those conditions? Without being 
even asked about it by Specter or any of the others? Without any other doctor 
who was there being asked by the Commission if that, had been possible? ^r 


any of the nurses being asked? Or any /^ember being^Ssked, including 
did return to it. 


0% 
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Tliat Carrico's testimomy is consistent with all the evidence you yorefer not 
to believe makes no difference to you. You want tcjliave faith in the coup d'etat 
we had and adjust all to tliat. 

How the Commission had to move the bullet hole in the back up to even be able 
to dare pretend the single-bullet theory was possible. But the fact is, and the 
actual official evidence-again the only real evidence - is tliat it wa3, as the 
suppressed death certificate states, down on the back, at the level of the third 
thoracic verterbra. 

The Navy required that 0 body chart be filled out at the autopsy. £t was done 
on the proper form wit JFK and then tliat, like so much else, was hidden once 
the Commission got it. A reporter with your experience idi^uld be asking wlgy 
tills was hidden rather tlian used as evidence but you do not ask tliat. The 
official body chart, which was "verified" by the resident's own ph ysician, who 
was there, actually was the only doctor i?\both hospitals, coincides with the 
deathSifectificate and the au^tii/psy pictures on where tliat bullet hole was. And 
all of this, each and every piece of i^i ma ftos impossible on exit through the 
shirt and tie/Uwliich do not liave the evidence of exit or entry in any event. 
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I took the time fort the DJ ^nel report and the report of the autopsy doctors 
that do reflect fragmentation of the bullot that supposedly did not fragment so 
you would bo informed, so you could understand butter the reason for the 
cliange Ford made# So you could understand wliat seemed to be relevant# 

If you can back up your allegation that there i3 FBI evidence other tlian 
I cited, I invite that# 

i 

You make a fool of yourself if you say you can look at a shfcrt that has two 
slits in it and recognize them as bullet holes# 

The FBI was ver^careful to state repeatedly under oath that those slits had 
no spectrographic traces of bullet metal whereas the hole on the back did# 

We deposed Crazier in^CA^5~226# I gave ^im the FBI f s picture I published of 
that shirt collar to ask ^yazier about# Vhj3it fi\azier actually testified, and you 

i v ~ 

can got the transcript in Jim * 3 office, is that he had the same question we had 
as soon as he saw the shirt and ordered an exami nation by the lab liair-and-fiber 


exper t, I to ink Guiinirighain# That report waf/o have been provided in that 

^ 0 / . 
litigation but it nevr was. y 

Yo^u have at least oneiX prg^os two problems# One 13 the policy of the Post 
and Clk> other is what you want to believe and wliat you believo is all that is 
real to you no matter how unreal, in this case totally impossible, it is# 

Aside from your belief, which can bo political in origin because it has 
nc$ relationship no matter how remote fact^ establi shed offic ial fact, which 
is what I have always restricted myself to, how much more childish can you^a^gue 
that/to afcgue that because you tliink it serves your argument the doctor departed 
f ro^y standard procedure in that dire emergency# He had the nurses «ut the tie, and 
as he demonstrated to me, it is always done at the knot and with two cuts, 
one up and one down, because time it so precious# ^eanwhile, the doctor inserts 
the 3tethescope to seek a heart beat# 

It is standard procedure except when you argue like a child and do not like 
not being agreed with i// your childishness# 

That 13 so onti/troly inappropriate in a man witjl your oxx)erience/ 

T , 1 , [ cUv^vy\ 

f don^t gf)ve a dowm if you repond or not but I do give you a challenges give 
me some evidence, not some arj£ner hhpe or dream, tliat anything I say above is 
not correct. 


Bhamo on you! VJhen I took tlfet time 
in the present state of mi^ health only for 
insults! 
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In country, whatever the intent any assassin or assassins, the. 
effect is that of a coup d'etat. I n this country, once upon a time at least, 
tho papers would have regarded that as news and would have investigated, 

V{ouM have protested when there was a qgjar chamber proc^ding with what, had 
Oswald not been killed, would all have had to be in public* And no paper had 
even a question, leave alone a proteat about that. 

If any reporter did, I am not aware of it* 

N o IW 01 ' Kade any kind of project of looking into that assassination, 
and no reporter lias made any real effort* 

I’vg done wliat under our system reporters and pppors should have done and 
have not done. With no subsidy and with the papers never once reviewing any V 
of my books. Including the very first on the assassination. Once up3n a *Jime, 
when we liad a few real newspapers, there surely would have been some interest 
in. the first-and only- book*, on a topic like that. 

And despibo the controversial nature of it, despite the nas^jiness like 
yours, in all those ye^rs not a single one of those of whom I have written so 
critically lias written or phoned to com^iin that 1 wrote about him unfairly 
or inaccurately. 


When all the cowardly newspapers were kissing FBI ass I was changing it 
with perjury, and not with lawyer’s pleadings but putting myself under oath so 
I could file charged :i.f I lied. That, of course, i 3 so evoiyday not a pap>or 
believed that was worth mentioning. Nor was the FBI’s reply news. It said, and 
the judge accepted it as a defense, that I ccwld make such charges ad inl'inim^ 
which is a quote, because 1 knew more about the assassination and surrounding 
events than anyone working for the FBI. 


With all tho yellowbolly newspapers boycotting fact on the subject I’Hfc been 
spending years making a record for our history, what reporters and scholars are 
supposed to do. And I do leave a record of which you are ignorant, a voluminous 
record that reporters like you should at the least have contributed to* And didn’t. 

Knowing the paper attitude and that of almost all reporters I nonetheless 
book all the time they wanted and I liave yet to liave a complaint about a single 
bum steer. Including from you. Anc^ill tho time I take for others is time I can’t 
use for Liy own work. , 

•'/ llsty,-' 

If you want to beliovc^tat you hoar shrimps whistling from the backs of 

purple cows as they jump over a green-cheese moon, believe it. But that you 

boaieve it does not make it real, or true. Nor can it make what is not true about 

uho assassination true because you want it to bo true rather than wliat is. Sometimes I 
can barely cross tho room yet I took that tine for you only for insults. For Shame! 


